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ANNCR: 

THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT HAS RULED THAT AMERICAN 
POLICE CAN SEARCH NEWSPAPER OFFICES FOR INFORMATION GATHERED BY 
REPORTERS THAT COULD BE EVIDENCE OF A CRIME. CHRIS KERN REPORTS. 
VOICE: 

SEVEN YEARS AGO, AT THE HEIGHT OF STUDENT PROTEST IN THIS 
COUNTRY, A GROUP OF DEMONSTRATORS SEIZED THE STANFORD UNIVERSITY 
HOSPITAL IN CALIFORNIA TO PROTEST THE FIRING OF A BLACK JANITOR, 
WHEN THE POLICE MOVED IN TO THROW THE STUDENTS OUT, THE 
DEMONSTRATORS RESISTED. IN THE MELEE THAT FOLLOWED, NINE POLICE 
OFFICERS WERE ISOLATED FROM THEIR COLLEAGUES AND BEATEN UP. 

THE POLICE COULD ONLY IBENTIFY TWO OF THE MEMBERS OF THE GROUP 
THAT ADMINISTERED THE BEATINGS, BUT THEY CONCLUDED THAT A PHOTO- 
GRAPHER FOR THE STANFORD DAILY STUDENT NEWSPAPER MIGHT HAVE 
CAPTURED THE INCIDENT ON FILM. LOCAL PROSECUTORS CONVINCED A 
JUDGE TO ISSUE A SEARCH WARRANT AND, UNDER THE WARRANT'S 
AUTHORITY, FOUR OFFICERS SEARCHED THE STUDENT PAPER'S OFFICES -- 
LOOKING THROUGH THE PHOTO LAB, GOING THROUGH FILING CABINETS, 

AND SEARCHING DESKS AND WASTEPAPER BASKETS. 

THE SEARCH WAS UNSUCCESSFUL, AND ABOUT A MONTH LATER THE 
NEWSPAPER FILED A CIVIL SUIT AGAINST THE POLICE IN AN EFFORT TO 
MAKE SURE SEARCHES OF THAT KIND DIDN'T HAPPEN AGAIN. THE PAPER'S 
LAWYERS ARGUED THAT THE POLICE SHOULD SIMPLY HAVE ASKED TO SEE 
ANY PICTURES THAT MIGHT SHOW CRIMINAL ACTIVITY, AND THAT THEIR 
SEARCH OF THE NEWSPAPER'S OFFICES INFRINGED THE U.S. CONSTITUTION'S 
FREE PRESS GUARANTEE. BY THE TIME THE CASE REACHED THE SUPREME 


COURT LAST YEAR, IT HAD BECOME A MAJOR TEST OF THE CONFLICT 
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BETWEEN THE GOVERNMENT'S RESPONSIBILITY TO GATHER EVIDENCE AND 
THE RIGHT OF THE PRESS TO GATHER NEWS. 

NOW, EN A FIVE-TO-THREE DECISION, THE SUPREME COURT HAS SIDED 
WITH THE POLICE. THE COURT REJECTED THE NEWSPAPER'S CLAIM THAT 
CONFIDENTIAL SOURCES MIGHT BE AFRAID TO TALK CANDIDLY WITH 
REPORTERS OUT OF FEAR THAT NOTES OF WHAT THEY SAID MIGHT BE SEIZED 
IN A POLICE RAID. THE MAJORITY SAID THE PRESS HAS NO SPECIAL 
EXEMPTION FROM THE GENERAL AUTHORITY OF THE POLICE TO SEIZE 
EVIDENCE AFTER A CRIME HAS BEEN COMMITTED, AND THAT A JUDGE WHO 
ISSUES A WARRANT TO SEARCH A NEWSPAPER'S OFFICES CAN TAKE SPECIAL 
PRECAUTIONS TO MAKE SURE THAT THE FREEDOM OF THE PRESS IS NOT 
INFRINGED, 

THE COURT'S RULING ISN'T LIKELY TO RESULT IN A SURGE OF 
NEWSPAPER OR BROADCAST OFFICE SEARCHES. AS THE MAJORITY POINTED 
OUT, SUCH SEARCHES HAVE BEEN FEW AND FAR BETWEEN. BUT ALMOST 
EVERY MAJOR NEWS ORGANIZATION IN THIS COUNTRY JOINED IN WARNING 
THE SUPREME COURT THAT A DECISION IN FAVOR OF THE POLICE COULD 
DRY UP NEWS SOURCES AND THUS RESTRICT THE INFORMATION AVAILABLE 
TO THE PUBLIC. THE JUSTICES SAID THEY FOUND THAT ARGUMENT 
UNPERSUASIVE. 8UT NO ONE REALLY KNOWS WHAT THE EFFECT OF THEIR 


RULING WILL BE. 
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